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RE: Yosemite Creek Super[uad Site, San Frxncisco, CA 
Response to I44(e) Information Request 

Dear Mr. Whitnack: 

'I'his letter responds to the October 15, 2009 request for information ("RFI") of the 
United States Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA' ~ to Northrop Grumman Corporation 
(for Litton Industries, Inc.) ("Norlhrop Cmtmman" or "Respondent") with regard to the Yosemite 
Creek Superfund site (the "Site"). Snbject to both the general and specific objections noted 
below, and without waiving these or other available objections or privileges, Northrop  Onmman  
submits tbe following in response to the RFI and in accordance with tbe January 11, 2010 due 
date that EPA has esEablished for this response. 

In responding to the RFI, Northrop  C.r„mmA,1  has undertaken a diligent and good faith 
search for, and review of, documents and information in its possession, custody or control and 
that are relevant to this matter. However, the RFI purports to seek a great deal of information 
that is not relevant to the Site or alleged contamination at the Site. For exarnple, while we 
understand the basis of the purported connection between Northrop  C.num_man  and the former 
Bay Area Drum State Superfund Site at 1212 Thomas Avenue in San Francisco, Califonria (the 
"BAD Site'% certain RFI questions seek information regarding facilities oiher than the BAD 
Site, including alI facilities in California and all facilities outside California that shipped drums 
or other containers to arry location in the entire state of Cafifomia. T'hese other facilities 
thmughout Califomia and tbe United States have no nexus to the Site. Becasase snch questions 
are not relevant to the Site, they are beyond the scope of EPA's authority as set forth in 
Section 104(ex2)(A) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and 
Liability Act ("CERCLA") (EPA may request information "relevant to ...[t]he identiflcaiion, 
nature, and quantity of materials which have been ... transported to a... facility"). 

The RFI also defined "COCs" as "any of the con taminants of concem at the Site and 
includes: lead, zinc, mercury, dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane ("DD'I"}, chlordane, dieldrin, and 
polychlorinated biphenyls ("PCBs' ~. " However, cerfain RFI requests also seek information 
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regarding hazardous substances more broadly. Tbese requests go beyond the specific chemicaLs 
for which EPA purports to have er+idence of a release or threatened reiease to the envuvnment at 
the Site and are not relevant to the Site pursuant to Section 104(e)(2xA) of CERCLA; thus 
Northrop  C'*rumman  has limited its review of documents and infonnation to the COCs identified 
by EPA. 

As you know, the Califomia Department of Toxic Substances Control ("DTSC") 
conducted an extensive investigation of the BAD Site and Litton Indusiries' operations in 
connection with it. DTSC's investigation included an infonnation request to Litton Industries 
and the DTSC files include Litton Industries' Response to DTSC's information request, among 
other documents. We understand that EPA is already in possession of DTSC's files regarding 
the BAD Site, and to the extent that EPA is not in possession of these files, they are readily 
avaiiable to EPA. 

GENERAL OB.iECTIONS 

Northrop Grumman asserts the following general pri ►=iteges, protections and objections 
with respect to the RFI and each information request therein. 

1. Nortbrap Grummau asserFs all privifeges and protections it has in regard to the 
documents and other information sought by EPA, including the attorney-client privilege, the 
attomey work product doctrine, all privileges and protections related to materials generated in 
anticipation of litigation, the seulement oommunication protection, the confidential business 
information {"CBI') and irade secret protections, and any other pririlege or protection avaiiable 
to it under law. In the event that a prii+ileged or prolected document has been inadvertentty 
included among the documents produced in response to the RFI, Northrop  [mumman  asks tiat 
any snch document be retumed to Norffirop Crrumman innrnediate4y and here states for the reoord 
that it is not thereby waiving any available privilege or protection as to any sach document. 

2. In the event that a document conb 'ning  CBI or trade secrets has been inadverlently 
included among the documents provided in response to ihe RFI, Northrop  C'•r„mman  asks t)at 
any such documenfs be retumed to Nortbrop  ['.n,m.r,an  immediateIy so that Northmp Grumman 
may resubmit the document in accordance with the applicable requirements for the submission of 
Confidential Information. 

3. Nortluvp Grumman objects to any raquiiement to produce documents or infonnation 
already in the possession of a government agency, inciuding but not iimited to DTSC, or already 
in the public domain. As noted above, DTSC conducted an extensive im+estigation of the BAD 
Site and Litton Indusfries' operations in connection with it. DTSC's investigation included an 
information request to Litton Industries and the DTSC files include Litton Industries' Response 
to DTSC's information request. EPA is already in possession of DTSC's files regarding the 
BAD Site, and to the extent that EPA is not in possession of these files, they are readily availabfe 
to EPA. Notwithstanding this objection, and without waiving it, Northrop  C+̀*u+.man  may 
produce certain infonnation or documents in its possession, custody, or control that it previously 



Craig Whitenack 
January 8, 2010 
Page 3 

provided to or obtained from govemment agencies that contain information responsive to the 
RFI. 

4. Northrop  f:mmman  objects to Instruction 4 to the extent it seeks to require Northrop 
Caumman, i€information responsive to the RFI is not in its possession, custody, or control, to 
identify any and a!1 persons from whom sach information "may be obtained." Northrop 
[*Rmn*naTM  is aware of no obHgation that it has under Section 104(e) of CERCLA to identify all 
other persons wlto may have infonrmation responsive to EPA information requests and is not 
otherwise in a position to identify all such persons who may have such infonYiation. 

5. Northrop Grurnman objects to Inshvction 5 on the grotend that EPA has no authority to 
impose a oontinuing obligation on Northrop  CmMn.  man  to supplement these responses. Northrnap 
Givmman will, of course, oomply with any lawful futare reguests that are within EPA's 
authoaty. 

b. 	Northrop Gnunman objects to Instruction 6 in that it purports to require Northrop 
GmTM+man  to seek and collect information and documents in the possession, custody or control of 
individuals not within the cusEody or control ofNortJuop  Cmxnman  EPA lacks the authority to 
require Northr+op  [*numman  to seek information not in its possession, custody or control. 

7. Northiap  Crumman  objects to tbe RFI's definition of "document" or "docurnents" in 
Definition 3 to the extent it extends to documents not in Northrop  [rumman's possession, 
custody, or eontro]. Northrop Grumman disclaims any responsibility to search for, locate, and 
provide EPA copies of any documents "known [by Nor#hrop  fira ~?m$.+] to exist" buF not in 
Northrop  Gnn+.mads possession, castody, or controi. 

8. Norfhmp  C'*rumman  objects to the RFI's del5nition of "Facility" or "Facilities" in 
Definition 4 because the tenbs are overbroad to the extent that they extend ta facilities with no 
connection to either the Site or the BAD Site. Moreover, the term "Facilities" as defined in the 
RFI is oonfusing and unintelligible as the term is defined as having separate meanings in 
Definition 4 and Request No. 3. 

9. Northmp  Cmmman  objects to the definition of `Identify" in Definition 7 to the eatent 
that the defuntion encompasses home addresses o€ natutal persons. Subject to this objection, 
current Northrop Cmunman employees and any other nataral persons are identified by name and 
eorporate address. Northrop  ['.mmman  requests that any contacts with Northrop  C*mmman  
employees identified in these respoases or the related documents be initaated through the under 
signed, Elizabeth C. Brown. 

10. Northrop Grumman objects to the definition of "you," "Respondent," and "Northmp 
Grumman" in Definition 14 because the terms are overbroad and it is no# possible for Northmp 
Cnumman to answer questions on behalf of all the persons and entities identifeed therein. 
Notwithstanding this objection, and without waiting it, Northmp Crnuaman has emdertaken a 
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diHgent and good faith effort to locate and furnish documents and infomnation in its possession, 
custody, and contml that are responsive to the RFi. 

11. Nortbrop Cmimman objects to EPA's requests that Northrop  C*run;mark  provide EPA 
separately information that is contained in documents being furaished by Norihrop  fmm,ma„  in 
response to the RF1. Where documents have been provided in connection with a response, 
information sought by EPA in the corresponding request for information that is set forth in those 
docaments is not fitTnished separately. To do otherwise would be unduly bucdensame. 

RESPONSES TO OCTOBER 15, 2UQ9 EPA INFORMATION REQi3ESTS 

1. Descrrbe generally the nature of the bustness conducted by Respondent and identify the 
products manufacturea; formulated, or prepared by Respondent throughout its history of 
operat[ons. 

RESPONSE: 

3n addition to the General Objections set forth above, Northrop  f.iremman  objects to this 
request as overbroad in scope, unauthorized by law to tbe extent it is overbroad, and undEily 
burdencome. Identifying each of the products manufactmved by 1~Iorthmp  [m,mma..+  is not 
feasible due to the soope of products it has prodnced over its very long history. 

2. Provide the name (or other tdentfer) and address ofany factlities where Respondent 
carried out operations hetween 1940 and 1988 (the "Relevant Tirae Period'J and that: 

a. ever slupped drwns or other contarners to the BAD Site for recycling, cleaning, 
reuse, dtsposal, or sale. 

b. arefwere located rn California (excluding locations where ONLY clerical/office 
work was perforraed); 

c. are/were located outside of Calrfornia and shipped any drums or other containers 
to Californta for recycling, cleaning reuse, disposal, or sale for drums and 
contadners that were shipped to Californiafor sale, include in your response only 
transactions where the arums and contadners them.relves were an object of the 
sale, not transactions where the sole object of the sale was useful product 
contained rn a drura or other container). 
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RESPONSE• 

In addition to the General Objections set forth above, Northrop Grumman objects to this 
request as overbroad in scope, unauthorized by iaw to tfre extent ii is overbroad, and unduly 
burden.some. As sta#ed in the RFI, "EPA is seeking to identify parties that have or may have 
contributed to contamination at the Site." However, in addition to faailities with a connection to 
the BAD Site, Request No. 2 purports to also seek information regarding any facility focated in 
Califonria (excluding [flcations where ONLY clericaVoffice woik was perfonned} and any 
facility located outside of California that shipped drums or other containers to arry location in 
Califonria, even to locations other than the BAD Site. 'I'hese other facilities have no nexus with 
the BAD Site, and thus this request seeks information that is not relevant to the Site. 

Notwithstanding the foregoing, and without any waiver of fts objections, Northrop 
Grumman is providing EPA with certain information and documents that contain information 
related to Northrop  Grur+man 's Facifities that shipped dnums or other containers to the BAD 
Site. 

Litton Industries, Inc. was acquired by Norduop Gramman Corporation in 2001 
and became a whoIIy-owned subsidiary of Nortluop  Gnmman , In October 2007, Litton 
Indus(ries, Inc. changed its name to NorYhrop  C'.mnnman  Guidance and Eiectmnics 
Company, Inc. 

Prior to being acquired by Northrop Grumman, Litton Industries, Inc. operated its 
Electron Devices Division of Litton Systems, Inc. The Electron Devices Division of 
Liiton operated a facility located at 960 Industrial Road, San Carlos, CA 94070. It was 
that division #hat received an infonnation request from DT3C in August 1992 regarding 
the BAD Site. Litton conducted an investigation and responded to that information in 
November 1992.   A copy of that response is attached for EPA's convenience. 

Later in 1996, Litton resolved its liability at the BAD Site by entering into the De 
Minimis  Buy-Oui and Indemnity Agreement Between the Bay Area Drum Ad Hoc PRP 
Gronp and Certain ]le Minimis PRPs ("BAD Agreemerrt") and via Consent Order with 
DTSC (No. HSA 95196-060). Hence, all of Litton's involvement with the BAD Site 
ooeurrecE prior to Norfhrop  [mmman  acquiring Litton in 2001. 

In 2002, Litton sold its Electron Devices Division, including the San Carlos 
facility, to L-3 Commnnications Corporation. As a result of that sale, Northrop 
C,̀nnmmAn  no longer has any documents, records, or employees associated with the San 
Carlos facility. "Fhe oniy records Northrop  trmmman  could fmd that relate to the BAD 
Site was a Sle located in the Law Department containing the BAD Agreement, DTSC 
Consent Order and con espondence related to these two agreements. None of these 
documents are responsive to EPA's information request. The only information Northrop 
Crrumman can provide about Litton's involvement with the BAD Site is contained in 
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Litton's T 992 response to DTSC. Northrop  Cmumman  has no indEpendent knowledge 
about tbis matter other than what is contained in Litton's 1992 response. Moreover, 
Northrop  ['.r»mman  believes EPA has the two agg eements (the BAD Ageecment and the 
Coasent Order) already. Accordingly, Northmp  Gremman  is not providing vopies of 
these documents with this response. If for some reason we are wrong and EPA does not 
bave the two referenced agreernents, Northrop  Crumman  is willing to provide #hem upon 
request. 

3. 	Provide a briefdescription of the nature ofRespandent's operations at each Facillty 
identified in yorer response to Question 2(the "FacFlities") tncluding.-  

a. the date such operations commenced and concluded,• and 

b. the types ofwor,Eperformed at each location over time, including but not limited 
to the lndustrfal, chemical, or tnstitutional processes undertaken at each location. 

RESPONSE: 

In addition to the General Objections set forth above, Nortbrop Gmmman objects to this 
request as overbroad in scope, unauthorized by law to the extent it is overbroad, and unduEy 
burdensome. In particular, but without limiting tbe generrality of the foregoing objection, 
Northnop  Cnumman  objects to the request in (b.) that it describe "types o€ work performed at 
each focation over time ...." Without an identification by EPA of the types of work it is 
referring to, it woufd be virtually impossible, given tbe broad nature of possibie work at various 
facilitaes, to describe each and every type of worl< thai was performed at any facility. To the 
exteat that EPA seeks in€ormation about faciBties that have no nexus with the BAD Site, this 
request is not relevant to the 5ite. 

Notwithstanding the foregoing, and without any waiver of its objections, Northrop 
[.,u*r+ma.+  is providing EPA with certain information and docusnents that contain information 
related to Northrop Grumman's Facilities that shipped drums or other oontainers to the BAD 
Site. See Response to Question 2 above. 

4. 	For each Facility, describe the types of records regarding the storage, productiorf 
purchasing, and use ofSubstances oflnterest ("SOP) during the Relevant Time Perrod that still 
exist and the periods of tdme covered Pry each type of record. 

RESPONSE: 

In addition to the Generral Objections set forth above, Northrop  [mumman  objects to this 
request as overbroad in soope, unauElwrized by law to the extent it is overbroad, and unduly 
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burdensome to the eatent it seeks to require Northmp Grumman to describe "types of records." 
Where documents have been provided in response to this RFI, each and every document 
regarding SOIs is not also "ideatified" by describing its oontents. Nordmop Grumman further 
objects to Request No. 4 as it purporfs to seek infonnation relating to hazardous subsfances 
beyond the speci&e chemicals for which EPA purports to have evidenoe of a release or 
ihreatened release to the environment at the Site and that is not relevant to the Site; thus 
NorEhrop  CmummA„  has limited its review of documents and informa#ion to the CflCs identified 
by EPA. 

Notwithstanding the foregoing, and witbout any waiver of its objections, Nortluop 
G,u,.mAn  is providing EPA with certaia information and documents that contain informat.ion 
related to Northrop  f**1umman 's Facilities that shipped drums or other containers to the BAD 
Site. See Response to Question 2 above. 

5. I}id Respondent ever (not just during the Relevant Ttrne Period) produce, purchase, use, 
or store one of the COCs rncludireg arg> substmeces or wastes contatnirrg the COCsJ at any of the 
FacElltres? State the factual6asis for your response. 

RESP(}NSE: 

In addition to the General Objections set forth above, Northrop  Cym++?man  objects to this 
request as overbroad in scope, unauthorized by law to the extertt it is overbroad, and unduly 
burdensome. By removing any tempDra] limit and any neaus between COCs at Noitbtoop 
C.rm,mma„ 's Facilities and the BAD Site, Request No. 5 purports to seek infonnatioa relating to 
Northrop  C.rumma„ 's FaciIities that is not reievant to conlamination at the Site. 

6. If the an.swer to +Question 5 is yes, identijy each COCproduced purchased, useei  or 
stored a1 each Factltty. 

RESPUNSE: 

Noi applicable. 

7. If the answer to Qtaestion 5 is yes, idenhfy the tirae period during which each COC was 
produceg purchaseci. user4 or stored at each Facility. 

RESPONSE: 

Not applicabie. 
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8. If the anstiver to Question 5 is yes, idenhfy the average annaal quantity of each COC 
produced purchased useg or stored at each Facility. 

RESPQNSE: 

Not applicable. 

9. If the answer to Qoestion 5 is yes, idenhfy the volume of each COC dasposed lry the 
Facility annually arrd descrrhe the method and location of disposal. 

Not applicable. 

10. Drd Respondent ever (notjust during the Relevant Time Period) produce, purchase, use, 
or store hydraulic otl or transformer oil at any of the Factlities? State the factual Easis for your 
response to thds question. 

RESPONSE• 

tn addition tn the Generral dbjections set fort.h above, Northmp  Cm,*r+*nAn  objects to this 
request as overbroad in scope, unautborizsd by law to tbe extent it is overbroad, and unduly 
burdensome. By removing any temporal limit and any nexus between hydraulic fuel or 
transformer oil at Northrop  r*rm+_ma_*!'s Facilities and the BAD Site, Request No. 10 purports to 
seek information relating to Northnop Cmanman's Facilities that is not relevant to coatamination 
at the Site. 

11. If the answer to Question 10 is yes, identify each specific type of hydraulic oil and 
transformer oFl produced purchasert use4 or stored at each Faciltty. 

Not applicable. 

12. If the answer to Question IO is yes, tdentify the time period during which each type of 
hydrardic o11 and transformer oil waspraduceg purchased useg or stored. 



Craig Whitenack 
danuary 8, 2010 
Page 9 

RESPONSE: 

IVot applicable. 

13. If the an.swer to Question 10 is yes, identify the average annual quantity of each type 
hydraulic oil and transformer oi1 purchaseg produceg used, or stored at each Facility. 

Not applicable. 

14. If the answer to Question 10 ds yes, identify the tioolume of each hydraulfc oil and 
transformer oil d6sposed Iry the Faciltty annually and describe the method and location of 
diaposal. 

RESPONSE: 

Not applicable. 

15. Provide the following information for each SOI (SOIs include any substance or waste 
containing the SOI) identifred in your responses to Questions 5 and 10: 

a. Dbe.scribe briefly the purpose for which each SOI was used at the Factlity. If there 
was raore than one use, describe each use artd the tirae period for each use; 

b. IdentrJy the supplter(s) of the SOls and the time period during which they 
supplied the SOls, and provide copies ofa1l contracts, service orders, shipping 
manifests, anvoices, receipts, canceled checks and other docuraents pertainrng to 
the procureraent of the SOl; 

c. State whether the SOls were delivered to t7Ae Facility fn bulk or in closed 
contatners, and describe any changes in the method of delivery over tfine; 

d. Describe how, where, when, and by whom the contatners used to store the SOIs 
(or in which the SOIs were purchased) were cleaneg removed from the Facillty 
and/or dlsposed of, and describe any changes in cleaning, removal, or dPsposal 
practices over ttme. 
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RESYONSE: 

In addition to the Geaeral Objections set forih above, Northrop  ['*ru..+,nan  objects to this 
rec}uest as overbroad in scope, unanthorized by law to the extent it is overbroad, and unduly 
burdensome. Request No. 15 purports to seek information relating to Northrop  G=mmA++ 's 
Facilities that is not relevant to contaznination at the Site. 

16. 	For each SOI delivered to the Facilities in closed containers, describe the containers, 
includtng but not limtted to: 

a. the type of container (e.g. 55 gal drum, tote, etc.); 

b. whether the containers were new or used,• and 

c. if tlre contatners were used, a description of the prtor use of the container. 

In addition to the General Objection.s set €orth above, Northrop Cmnnman objects to this 
reqeiest as overbroad in scope, unaufhorized by law to the extent it is overbroad, and unduly 
burdensome. Request No. 16 purports to seek information relating to Northrop Givmman's 
Facilit€es that is not refevant to con tA*ninat;on at the Site. 

17. For each container that Respondent used to store a SOI or in whtch 5'Ols were purchased 
("Substance-Holding Conialners" or "SHCs") that was later re»wvedfrom the FactlPiy, provide 
a complete description of where the SHCs were sent and the circumstances under which the 
SHCs were removed from the Facility. Distinguish between the Relevant 7'ime Period and tPre 
time period since 1988, and describe any changes in Respondenl's practices over time. 

RESPONSE• 

In addition to the General Objections set forth above, Nor4hrop  ['.r,u„mom  objects to this 
request as overbroad in soope, unauthorized by 1aw to the extent it is overbroad, and unduly 
burdensome. Northnop  ['.rnm.r,an  €arther objects to Request No. 17 as it assumes that each SHC 
is somehow individuaEly identified, tracked, and used and reused by the same entity througbout 
the life of the SHC. T'here is no evidence that BAD operated in this way or that it tracked SHCs 
for its customers such that this information is available. Csenerally, SHCs, such as dnans sent to 
drum reconditioners by a custorner, are fungible commodifies and are not individually tagged or 
tracked to ensure #heir return to that particular customer. Accordingly, Request No. 17 purports 
to seek information that dces not exist. 
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Northmp  Cm,mmAn  fiudier objects to Request No. 17 a.s it purports to seeic information 
relating ta hazardous substances beyond the specific chenricals for wlrich EPA purpnrts to have 
evidence of a release or threatened release to the environmetrt at the Site and that is not relevant 
to the Site; thus Northrop  Cm,..,man  has limited its re►+iew of documents and information to the 
CC+Cs identified by EPA. 

Additionally, as stated in the RFI, "EPA is seeking to identify parties that have or may 
have contributed to contamination at the Site." However, Reguest No. 17 purporfs to seek 
information regarding SHCs that were sent to sites other ihan the BAD Site. To the extent that 
EPA seeks information about facilities that have no nexus with the BAD Site, this request is not 
relevant to the Site. 

Notwithstanding the foregoing, and without any waiver of its objections, Northrop 
Cmw,man  is providing EPA with certain infonnation and documents tha# contain information 
retated to Northmp  Grumman 's Facilities that shipped drums or other containers to the BAD 
Site. See Response to Question 2 above. 

18. For each SHC that was removed from the Faciltty, describe Respondent's contracts, 
agreenrents, or other arrangemenls under whfch SSHCs were removed from the Factlity, and 
Fdentdly all parties to each contract, agreeinent, or other arrangeraent descriEed. Distinguish 
between the Relevant Tinre Pertod and the tinre period since 1988. 

RESPONSE:  

In addition to the General Objections set forth above, biorthrop  C'*rumma.,  objects to this 
request as overbroad in scope, unauthorized by law to the extent 9t is overbroad, and unduly 
burdensome. As stated in the RFI, "EPA is seeking to identify parties that have or may have 
contributed to contamination at the Site." However, Request No. 18 purports to seek information 
regarding SHCs that were sent to sites other then the BAD Site. To the extent that EPA seeks 
infonmation about facilities that have no nexus with the BAD Si#e, tbis request is not relevazit to 
the Site. 

Notwithstanding the foregoing, and without any waiver of its objections, Northrop 
Cm,mman  is providing EPA with certain information and documents that contain information 
related to Northrop Grurnman's Facilities that shipped drams or other containers to the BAD 
Site. See Response to ¢uestion 2 above. 

19. For each SHC, provide a complete ezplaru+teon regarding the ownership of the SHC 
prior to delfvery, while on.site, and after it was removed from the Facility. Distinguish Eetween 



Craig Whitenack 
Januaty 8, 2010 
Page 12 

the Relevant Tdme Period and the time period since 1988, and describe any changes tn 
Respondent's practices over tame. 

RESPONSE: 

In addition to tbe General Objections set forth above, Northrop G mmmm  objects to this 
request as overbroad in soope, unauthorized by Iaw to the extent it is overbroad, and unduiy 
burdensome. Norihrop  fiirLmman  further objects to Request No. 19 as it assames that each SHC 
is somehow individaally identi&ed, tracked, and used and revsed by the same entity ttuoughout 
the life of the SHC. There is no evidenoe that BAD operated in this way or that it iracked SHCs 
for its customers such that this information is available. Generally, SHCs, such as drums sent to 
drntn reeonditioners by a customer, are fnng9ble commodities and are not individually tagged or 
tracked to ensure their return to tfiat pariicular customer. A000rdiagly, Request No. 19 pmports 
to seet infonnation that does not exist. As stated in the RFI, "EPA is seeking to identify parties 
that have or may have oontributed to contanvnation at 1he Site." However, Request No. 18 
purports to seek infonnation regazding SHCs that were sent to sites other then the BAD Site. 

20. Identrfy all indivfduals wlto currently have, arrd those who have W responsibility for 
procurement of Materials at the Facilities. .4lso provide each individual's job tftle, dutaes, dates 
perforraing those duiies, current posation or the date of the ind8vidual's resignation, and the 
nature of the information possessed by each indivPdual concernirrg Respondent's procurement of 
Materials. 

RESPONSE: 

In addition to the General ObjecFions set forth above, Nortluop  firrwmman  objects to tbis 
request as overbroad in scope, unauthoriz.ad by law to the eatent it is overbroad, and unduly 
burdensome. RequesE No. 20 puuports to seek infonmation relating to Northrop  C'*n ,mman 's 
Facilities thet is not relevant to con +an+inafion at the Si3e. IHorthrop  C"*r,*n+man  fiuther objects to 
Request No. 20 as it purports to seek information regarding procurement of "Materials" at 
faci3ities otber than the BAD Site and thus goes beyond the specific chemicals for which EPA 
purports to have evidence of a release or tlueatened release to the environmerrt. To the extent 
Northrop Gnimman has any information responsive to this request, it is contained in our 
response to Question 2 above. 

21. Describe how each type of waste contatning arry SOls was collected and stored at the 
Facilities prior to disposallrecycling/sale/transport, dncluding: 

a. the type of container in which each type of waste was placed/stored; 



Craig Whitenack 
3anuary 8, 2010 
Page 13 

b. how frequently each type ofwaste was removed from the Facdlity,• Drstingarish 
between the Relevant Time Period and the tPme perfod stnce 1988, and describe 
any changes in Resportdent's practices over tirne. 

In addition to the General Objections set forth above, Northmp  f*r,m+*r+an  objects to this 
reque.st  as overbroad in scope, unauthorized by law to the extent it is overbmad, and unduly 
burdensome. As stated in the RPT, "EPA is seeking to identify parties that have or may iiave 
contributed to contAmisation at the Site." However, Request No. 21 purporLs to seek information 
iegarding wllection and storage of"any Sf3is" at facilities other than the BAD Sete. To the 
extent that EPA seeks information abo¢t faoilities that have no nexus with the BAD Site, this 
request is not relevazrt to the Site. To the extent Nortluop  C'mm+man  has any infomiation 
responsive to this request, it is oontaiaed in our response to Question 2 above. 

22. Describe the coruatners used to remove each type of waste containing any SOls from ehe 
Facilities, tncluding but rrot lirnited to: 

a. the type ofcontainer (e.g. 55 galt drurrr, dumpster, etc.); 

b. the colors ofthe containers; 

C. any distinctiue stripes or other marldngs on those containers; 

d. any labels or wrFting on those containers (including the content of those labels); 

e. whether those containers were new or used,- and 

L if those containers were used a descripteon ofthe prior use ofthe contafner; 

Distinguish between the Relevant Time Period and the time perfod srnce 1988, and describe any 
changes in Respondent's practices over time. 

RESPONSE: 

In addition to the General Objections set forth above, Northmp  C`**umrran  objects to this 
request as overbroad in scope, unauthorized by law to the extent it is overbroad, and unduly 
burdensome. Northrop Crrumman finther objects to Request No. 22 as it assumes that each SHC 
is somehow individually identifeed, tracked, and used and reused by the same entity throughout 
the Bfe of the SHC. There is no evidenoe that BAD operated in this way or that it tracked SHCs 
for its customers such that this information is available. Generally, SHCs, such as dnmis sent to 
drum reconditioners by a custoaier, are fungible commodities and are not individually tagged or 
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iracked to ensure their retwn to that particular customer. Accordingly, Request No. 22 purports 
to seek information that does not exist. 

As stated in the RFI, "EPA is seeking to identify pardes diat have or may have 
contributed to confamination at the Site." Moreover, the RFI defined "COCs" as "any of the 
contamim*+ts  of concem at the Site and includes: lead, ztinc, mercury, DDT, chlordane, dieldrin, 
and PCBs. Northrop  C'Tru.n++m„n  futher objects tD Reqiwg No. 22 as it purports to seek 
inforrnarion relating to hazardous substances beyoad the specific chemicals for which EPA 
purports to have evidence of a release or ihreatened release to the environment at the Site and 
that is not relevant to the Site; thus, Northmp Gmmman has limited its review of documents and 
infonmation to the COCs identified by EPA. Additionaliy, Northrop Grumman objects to 
Request No. 22 as it putports to seek information regarding containers used to remove each type 
of waste containing any SOIs from the FaciHties and taken to any other place during any time. 
To the extent that EPA seeks infomnation about facilities that have no nexus with the BAD Site, 
this reyuesi is not relevant to the Site. 

Notwithstanding the foregoing, and without any waiver of its objections, Northvop 
[mmmpn  is providing EPA with cerfain information and docaments that contain information 
relatad to Northrop Grumman's Facilit'ies that shipped drums or other oontainers to the BAD 
Site. See Response to Question 2 above. 

23. 	For each type o,J'waste generated at the Facilities that contained arry of the SOIs, 
describe Respondent's contracts, agreements, or other arrangemems for tts dPsposal, treatment, 
or recycltng and ident fy all parties to each contract, agreement or other arrangement 
described State the ownership ofwaste containers as specrfred under each contract, agreeraent, 
or otlrer arrange»aent descrtbed and the ultimate destdnation or use for such contarners. 
Distinguish between the Relevant Time Period and the tdme pertod since 1988, and describe any 
changes in Respondent's practices over time. 

In addition to the General Objections set forth above, Northrnp  [*n,mmAn  objecLs to this 
request as overbroad in scope, unauthorized by law to the extent it is overbroad, and unduly 
burdensome. As stated in the RFI, "EPA is seeking to identify parties that have or may have 
contributed to contamination at the Site." Moreover, the RFI defined "COCs" as "any of the 
contaminants of concern at the Site and includes: lead, anc, mercury, DDT, chlordane, dieldrin, 
and PCBs. Northinp  C',n ,mmpn  further objects to Request No. 23 as it purports to seek 
infornmtion neiatiag to hazardous substanees beyond the specific chemicals for which EPA 
purports to have evidence of a release or threatened release to the environment at the Site and 
that is not relevant to the Site; thus, Norihrop  (m,mmAn  1as limited its review of doceunents and 
infonna#ion to the COCs identified by EPA. Additionally, Northrop Givmman objects to 
Request No. 23 as it peirports to seek information regarding waste generated at any Faci€ities that 
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conffiined any SOIs and taken to arry other place during any time. To the extent that EPA seeks 
information about facilities that have no nexus with the BAD Site, this request is not relevant to 
the Site. To the exten# Norhhrop  C'1runLnan  has any information responsive to this request, it is 
contained in our response to Question 2 above. 

24. Identify  all individuals who currently have, and those who bave hag responsibPlfty for 
Respondent `s errvironmental matters (including resporuibiltty for the disposal, treatment 
storage, recycling, or sale of Respondent's wastes and SHCs). Provide the job title, duties, dates 
performing those duties, sap,ervfsors for those duties, carrrent position or the date of the 
individual's resignation, and the nature of the information possessed by such indtviduals 
concerning Respondent's waste managemenl. 

RESPONSE: 

In mddition to the General Objections set forth above, Northrop Grumman objects to this 
request as overbroad in scope, unauthorized by law to the extent it is overbroad, and unduly 
burdensome. Identifying all individuals who currently have, and those who have had, 
responsibility for Nortluop  (mmman 's environmental mstters at aIl of Northrop  Cnmman 's 
Facilities, including those that have no nexus to the BAD Site, is not feasible due to the 
company's size, fong history of existenceloperations, and the number of Northrop Cmimman 
locations. To the extent this information is known with respect to the Litton Electron Devices 
site in San Carlos, CA, see response to Question 2. 

25. Did Respondent ever purchase dram.r or other containers from a drum recycler or drum 
reconditioner? Ifyes, idenhfy tlne entitles or indfviduals from whtch Respondent acqufred such 
drums or containers. 

RESPONSE: 

In addition to the General Objections set forth above, Northrop  ['n„mman  objects to this 
request as overbroad in scope, unauEhorized by law to the extent it is overbroad, and unduly 
burdensome. Identifying all drum recyclers or dr¢m reconditioners from which Norihrop 
[nm*nsn  ha.s ever acquired such dnuns or containers is not feasible due to the company's size, 
long history of eazistenoeloperations, and the number of Northrop  C'n„mnman  locations. To the 
extent tlris inforntation is known by Northrop  (nunman  with respect to the Litton Electron 
Devices site in San Car€os, CA, see response to Question 2. 
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26. Prior to 1988, dad Respondent always keep its waste streams that contafned Shcs 
separate from its other waste streams? 

In addition fo ti►e General Objections set forth above, Northrop  Gmmman  objects to this request 
as overbroad in soope, unauthorized by iaw to tfie extent it is overbroad, and unduly burdensome. 
Northrop  Grum An  further objects to Request No. 26 as it purports to seek infoffnation relating 
to hazardous substances beyond the specific chemicals for which EPA purports to have evidence 
of a release or threatened reiease to the environment at the Site and that is not relevant to the 
Site; thus, Northrop  [mmman  has limited its review of doeiuuents and information to the COCs 
identified by EPA. 

27. Identify all removal and remedial actfons conducted pursuant to the Comprehenstve 
Environmental Response, Comperrsation and LaabilityAct, 42 U.S.0 ,¢ 9601 et seq., or 
comparable state law, all corrective actions condazcted pursuanl to t)ne Resource Conservation 
and Recovery Act, 42 U.S. C. § 6901 et seq.; and all cleanups conducted prsrsuant to the Toxtc 
Substances Control.4ct, 15 U.S. C. § 2601 et seq. where (a) one of the COCs was addressed by 
the cleamep and (b) at which ResPondent patd a portion of cleanup costs or performed work 
Provide coptes of all correspondence between Respondent and any federal or state government 
agency that (a) identifies a COC and (b) is relaled to one of the above-mentroned sites. 

RESPOIYSE: 

In addition to the General Objections set forth above, Northrop Grumman objects to this 
raqeiest as overbroad in scope, unauthorized by law to the extent it is overbroad, and unduty 
burdensome. As stated in the RFI, "EPA is seeking to identify parties that have or may have 
coatributed to con rAm;nas:on at the Site." However, Request No. 27 purports to seek infomiaiion 
regarding a broad range of removai and remedial actions, corrective ac#ions and cleanups. 
Moreover, identifying aEl such removal and remedisl actions is not feasible due to the oompany's 
long history of existenoeloperations and the number of Northrop Grumman locations. To the 
extent that EPA seeks infomnation about facilities that have no nexus with the BAD Site, this 
request is not relevant to the Si#e. Northmp  G ,ummAn  fiuther objects to Request No. 27 to the 
extent that EPA is already in possession of ttie requested doouments, and to the extent that EPA 
is not in pnssession of these files, they are readily available to EPA. To the extent this 
information is ]mown by hlorfhrop  [m,mman  with respect to the Litton Electron Devices site in 
San Carlos, CA, see response to Question 2. 

28. Provide all records of communication between Respondent and Bay.4rea Drum 
Company, Inc.; Meyers Drnm Company,• A. W. Sorich Bucket and I?rurn Compan,y, Waymire 
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Drum Comparry, Inc.; Wa}mtire Drum and Barrel Company, Irtc.; Bedint Barrels Inc.; Bedina 
Steel Drum Corp.; Bedini Drum; or any other person or entldy that owned or operated the 
facfltty located at 1212 Tlwraas Itvenue, in the City and County of San Francisco, CalifornPa. 

RE5PONSE• 

In addition to the General Objections set forth above, Northrop  Cmumman  objects to this 
request as overbroad in soope, onauthorized by law to the extent it is overbroad, and unduly 
burdensome. DTSC conducted an extensive investigation of the BAD Site and Northrop 
Gnimman's operations in connecEion with it. DTSC's fdes include extensive reoords conceming 
the Bay Area Drum Company, Inc. and other persons and entities that owned or operated the 
facifity located at 1212 Thomas Avenne, in the City and County o€ San Francisco, Califomia. 
Northrop Grumman understands that EPA is already in possession of DTSC's files regarding the 
BAD Site, and to the extent that EPA is not in possession of ttwse files, they are readily available 
to EPA. To the extent this infom3ation is known by Northrop Gnimman with respect to the 
Litton ElecEron Devices site in San Carlos, CA, see response to Qaestion 2. 

29. Identrfy the time periods regardtng which Respondent does not have any records 
regarding the SOIs that were produced. purchaseci. used or stored a1 the Facilities. 

RESPONSE: 

In addition to the General Objections set forth above, Northrop Gn=mman objects to this 
request as overbroad in scope, iuiaathorized by faw to the extent it is overbroad, and unduly 
burdensome. In responding to the RFI, Northrop  Cmmiman  ]a,q  underfaken a diligent and good 
faith search for, and review of, documents and information in its possession, custody or control 
and that are relevant to this matter. i4foreover, Northrop Grumman understands that EPA is 
already in possession o€ DTSC's files regarding the BAD Site. Northrop  Ormuma,  is under no 
further obligation to identify time periods to which these dociunents do not pertain. 

30. Provide copres ofall documents containing information responsive to the previous 
twenty-nine questions and idendtfy the questions to tivhfch each document is responsive. 

RESPONSE• 

Northrop  ['~mmnm  objects to Request No. 30 as it purports to seek information relating 
to hazardoas substaaces beyond the specific ebemicais for whiclt EPA purports to have mdence 
of a release or threatened release to the environment at the Site and that is not relei+ant to the 
Site; thus, Northrop Grumman has limited its review of docunents and information to the COCs 
iderrii#'ied by EPA. Northrop  ('.rnmmm  further objects to Request lVo. 30 as it purports #o seek 
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copies of documents oontaini g  inforniation responsive #o the previous twenty-nine questions. 
DTSC condacted an exteasive investigation of the BAD Site and Northrop Grumman's 
operations in connection with it. DTSC's im estigation inctuded an information request to Litton 
Industries and the DTSC files include Litton Industries' Response to DTSC's information 
request, among other documents. We understand that EPA is already in possession of DTSC's 
files regarding the BAD Site, and to the extent that EPA is not in possession of these files, they 
are readily available to EPA. 

Any quesbions EPA may have avegarding the responses to this information request may be 
directed to Elizabeth Brown at (310) 201-3278 or via email at eliza~c.brown©nge.com . 

Very truly yours, 

Elizabeth C. Brown 
Senior Counsel 
Envimnmental Law 



Littoo Respoase to DTSC's Information Reqnest 
Regardiag the Bay Area Drum Site 

Response oonsists of: 

(1 ) I,etter dated 3eptember 14, 1992 (trvo pages total, inctuding fax cover sheet) and 

(2) Letter dabed November 2, 1992 (20 pages total). 

, 
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Senior Staff Attorney, Tnxics Let;ai Depaotmcni 
Departmcat of'Foxic Subslanoos Control 
Califomia Fnvironmagal Protoction Agency, P.D. Box 806 
Sacramento, Cttlifornia 95823-0806 

Rtv:  BAD Site San Franciaoo 

F]eAr Ms. Berticew , 

763 (f97-.3q17 
FAI rP3bB2-R97U 

Litton Industries, Inc. ratentty ra,eived an in6otu>ation roquest lCtter from the Aeperimetvt 
of Toxic Substanoes Con(rol relating to thC Bay Area Dntn a'tie (BAU Site}. My :  inquiry to tk 
Departmem reveafed rhat thc intended remptmt of the letor was the F]aCtron Deviaes divisioa of 
Litrna Syatmns, Inc., in San Carlos (L,ittoa ►). Because our stareL has not yet revealed any 
mnnection with the BAD Site. l calEed Monica Gan to Snd out why the Doparunont requesled 
inFormation from f.itton. According ro Ms. Gan, Litton appesred on the Waymina Dnroe Co. 
ledgcrs in thc 1978- 1979 time periad. 

In ordcr for us ro ttaroh more eflbctively for any rdevant informativn. I asked Ms. Gan 
for a copy of any porlions of the Waymine Drum rocorda tbat tefa to Latton, as weli as for aopics 
of any other materials in t6e Depernnent s possession that al{cpdly lank Litroo to the BAD Sibc. 
She said we cou[d inspoct #hese reaonds in La offioo in Berkeley. When I etpairted that t?iis 
would bo inconvenient bocause I am located in Arl}ngtork Virgioia, she auggctod that I roquest a 
copy ofthe sroievant necords from you. Basod on my conversation witb Ms. Gan, I auspect thar 
the records in tgiestion are not pctensive. 	 - s 

Flease consida this later a royuest for omies ofaU racords;n the possesaion oPthe 
Ilepartment of Tmcic Subslanoas Contral that alleged]y link Littan to the BAI) Site aa any 
mannor. Beceuse Litton's ddrdline for responding to the >]epacta3etrt's infotnution requesl fdGCr 
is October 1, 1992, i would bo gratdut iFyou sont ti ►e rnarar+als as soon, as possible. T tivill cal! 
}xxr a$er you have reccived rny letter to d'iswss tEtis matter. Thank you frrr your assistancc. 

SinGer y, 

 4fv~ 

 
~~~~ 
M V. sranga 
1?mironmentai Arl'dirs Counsel 

W. 	Monira Gan, Deparimrnt of Toxic Substanccs Control 
Phi1 Marquis. Litton Electron Devices 
TesT-Craver, Litton i.aw nepartmeot 
Marie tiorn, l.itton Law Dspartmmri 

074LSM92 

~ 
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2 November 1992 
	

FAX 415 6873823 

Ms. Monica Gan 
Site MitigatioII Branch 
Department of Toxic Substanoes Control 
California Environmental Protection Agency 
70(1 Heinz Avenue, Suite 200 
Berkeley, CA 94710-2737 

Dear Ms. Gan: 

Enctosed please find the response of ihe E[ectron Devices Division of Iitton Systems, 
Inc. (Iitton) to the Department of Toffic Substanoes Control's August 31, 1992 
information request letter regarding the Bay Area Drnm (BAD) site, located at 1212 
Thomas Avenue in San Francisco. On September 21, you agceed to eatend Litton's 
response deadline to November 2, 1992. On Friday, October 30, you gave me an 
additional one.day eatension to November 3. 

In the preparation of its response, Iitton examined all relevant records in its 
possession and interviewed several employees that have personal knowledge of 
Iitton's waste management practioes during the relevant tirne period. Based on all of 
tlris information it is clear to us that Latton did not send any haza.rdous substanoes out 
of its San Carlos facility with anyone from the Waymire Drum Co. During the time 
period that iitton's name appears on tfie Waymire Drum Co. Iogs, a Iitton employee 
recalls that Iftton received dnFms from Waymire. Several employees recatl that all of 
Litton's hazardous wastes generated during that time period went to other disposal 
facilities. Copies of the permits that show the actual dfsposition of Litton's hazardons 
wastes during 1977-1981 do not list Waymire Drum as a destination. Copies of the 
permits are enciosed. 

I will call you shortly after you receive tbis information to discuss it with you. 

Sincerely, 

)

OV  

Mark V. Staaga 
Environmental Affairs Counsel 

MVS/jb 
Snclosures as noted herein. 



Initially we were asked via a letter from DTSC dated Augast 31, 1992 for acry 
information related to Litton Eleetron Devices imrolvement with companies that 
operattd at the Bay Area Drum Site, inclading Bedini Steel Drnm, San Francisco 
Steel Drum, Myers Drum, Waymire Dram, and Bay Area Dram Company. 

We searched all Hazardous Waste Manifests from 1980 through 1992 and found no 
referenee to slripments made to any of the companies referenoed in the August 31, 
1992 I7I'SC Ietter. Therefore, we lmow nothing was sent to any of these companies 
during this time period. 

We searched all of the purchase order file,s currently ava7able. These fifes cover the 
time span of August 1, 1985 to now. There was no indication of arry pvrchases or 
shipments involving any of the comgaaies ]isted in the Angust 31, 1992 DTSC ietter. 

'Ibrough Mark Staaga, we asked for clarification of DT SCs asserflons that this 
Division was invotved with the Bay Area Dram Site's contamination prolziems, DTSC 
suppIied ns with 3 logs, titled Waymire DnEm Co., Inc. - Invoice Control and 1 	- 
Salesman's Daily Report showing a contact with Iitton Industries; "W'illiamson" as the 
buyer's name. The data breaks out as follows: 

I',''~ 

C ompauy~Person Date 
Im+oice 
Number Qty. Description 

Litton Industries 4/27/78 1062 12 55-JAP Carboys @11.50 

Litton Industries 8/21/78 1313 10 JAP Carboys @11.50 

Litton Industry 2/6/79 5829 10 55-DeIawares 



The data oa the salesman's log shows: 

Firm Name Buyer's Name Code Tallced About 

Litton Industries Wllliamson Needs CI' for waste acads. Sold 
him 14 Carhoys @11.50. 
Considering buying a latge amount 
at disaonnt price. 

Vince W7liamson was abuyer at Litton Eiectron Devioes, and k8 LitLOa Octoher 12, 
1979. Since t6ere were no purchasing records or Hazardous Wasta Manifests tying us 
to Waymire Drum Co., Inc., we knew that the only possibie oonaection was t6rough 
purchasing reconditioned drums to package and ship onr waste oat. 

We conducted a search for current employees who were in the Chemical aeaning and 
Plaling Department or Acoonnting or Purchasing Departmcnts who were present in 
1978-1979, so that we might interview them. We aLso asTsed Ascounting to search ap,x 
relevant records whfch may be here showing ordets to, payment to, solicltaUion fraay 
etc. Waymire Ihnm Company. We searched all of our Hazardous Waste Permits for 
the p8riod 1978-1979 to estabIlsh by whom our waste was transported and to where. 

All eatremely hazardous and harrrdous wastes during 1978-1979 were handled by 
bd„MiAt  Emironmeniai Servioes of San ]ose (which was bought by IT Transportation 
Comisauy in 1979, still operating out o€ San Jose). There were three disposal sitea 
used: Richmond Sanitary Services in Contra Casta Connt and Kettleman Ht71s Site of 
Enviromnental IJisposai Servlce, both for extremely hazardous waste and hazardons 
waste and this was con#irmed by pemuts issued to as by the Department of Health 
Servioos, Berkeley, CA, for tbe 1978-1979 tlme period. Additionally, rPs Vine Hill 
site was used for hazardous waste All of our hazardons waste was hauled by 
rndocrriat  Favironmental;/TT bransportation and disposed at the sites menfiamed 
during 1978-1979. 



We interviewed three employees, stdl with Litton, who worked with chemicals in 1978- 
1979. 

I"d Person= Cbemical Oeaning  - Remembers that the waste from this period went 
to "Kettleman". 

Suuervisor. Piatine  - Remembers getting empty drnms from Waymire w3rich were 
plain steel drums. 1he name "Waymire' is familiar. 

He remembers sending the waste 'somewhere down South - not San 7oae - further 
than that" which ooincides with Kettleman. He does not remember sending wa.ste to 
San Francasco. 

Lesd Person Plat9ne  - Remembers wastes all went into the desert, which ooincades 
with slupments to Kettleman. 

We c9ould not interview Frank Payne, the former supervesor of chemical operations as 
he ia deceased and had left Iitton in June 1989. 

It appesrs that we did purchase some drums from Waymire, and used the.se  to eollect 
our hazardoas wa.ste. We did not send any (emptied or co n mi +P.t) drums to 
Waymire for reoonditioning. All of ow liqnid hazardous materiaLs were purchased 
from other companies in small containers, ronghly gallon sized, made of glass or 
plastic, or in the case of three liquid  hazudous  materials, IPA, acetone and I11TCA 
were delivered in bullc to oar own storage tanks. GVtting and machining oils were 
purchased from ether oompanies in 55 gallon drums. These drums were reused lry vs 
and then returnad to ri' Carporation for recycling/reuse. 

Miis information was prepared by Phil Marquis, Manager, Plani Engineering, 
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❑ isjection WeR 	 12 Barial - M wasoes aosc be buried in tbeir secled cooteinea apoa arrnat at the cste. 

❑ Treat~ieutt 	
~ t+ioers mast be piaced vit6 care ta 6°ard a6'iaFSt xuPtaae duriag 

I ❑ Spreadiog 	 O Additioael d9spossi ooaditiom ate Gcmd oa tha ataehed c6eet. 

❑ O~er 	 ~~ ~
Wcc be ns:trrctad 'oc asfety Pntartions for 7rmtdfi~g rlee ~neterta& to aesr+e 

PM rajihi• 

onsriptiaa o( Wacoe: (addiriosd ru tter on faBotvFrY P°Ya) 

wsteoompooeat 	 apper 	lowu 	% 	Ppm 	qvantity 	. 	ForOffOCUreOnly 

-S~gdrn$luorte G ~C3d 	 --LB- 	 ~  ~ 	
mitwde coaaywnen9 

-'-ad witb  
attd 870 	 540 	® ~ F+f $* h fo. e a,e yer pe^++;  

~ F--i  &V yewiy aff-rte) 

~ a 120 galfyear 

Deurigtioa af Puln;iag, Coarainerhscon ad Trmspwc: 	 aeu>M OL 	Cucoat ❑, 	8otdes ❑, 	Tank T.uecl ❑, 
Other 	 ❑ 

AIclea9b+8, eaatdae,fzutioh, aad traetparr of tke amteri*ml iha8 be 8t amundaace ,vtth Titk 49, Code of Fade.a! Regrfat:wcs for Itasordoas 
mnteria&, aed wirA aejwLtloes of Ae  Calfforrda HigRtray Pataof 7irle iJ, CaEFforwie .ldmieist+atire Code, for 7ietracaure rasrspon of 
hasardors eaaterialt. 

Pennit to be osed ua a oae titM baw . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ❑ 

Pennir ta 6e used for a period of aae yex fron date oEume andl (espiration daee)  May  33,  1981 	 y~ 

77m prodweer s&aU be respo'ca'bk far re"erd"Y Perv'fr before azpimtioe Aate wd for reeoldiar tka Extreately Hesandors W:sre • -Penufr 
Nmw+ber" i.e tlie lonsr r(gRt oonotr of tlia Ca$fornis Ldqrid iMecee Hmder Reeord accompavyt7x  waste_ ff tleere are any qrestions plmx 
cewtnct: David L. Storm, Ph.D., R+egional Admiaistratar, B 

Califoruia l3epartment oP Health Services  
8azard6s Materials Hanagenent Sect#on 
2151 Berkeley 17ay, Berkeley, C2 54704 	 A.aiw.:,.dsy...a ~s 

eot ~aat 



Ikscriptioa of Wasee: 

wasre couspooeat 	 upper 

DetlTrp[MR of PiCkagiIIfr Coelfil>fefIIit]oO SIId 

Al LL ~ 

&1016  

~ [1Gfa21wa Dr'orrmen ~ nF Nmlrk Ser.ices 	'3 ` 	 P{7~~1lT NUMiiE3i 	~ Z ~ -1 V I 4 1 tr 1  y ~ 
., iyad,rs N.oen.h At,ryew:enr Sccoian . 	' 	 LJ i 	f 

CALIFOIZNiA EXTFIFJAELY FfAZARDQUS WASTE OlSPOSAL?ERMET M""Ff"1e  ® I 3 E 0 

` APDI770NAL WASTES 	 , 	 PAG6 _? 4F Z 

lkscnption of Waste: 

naste componeat 	 uPper - 	lo.wer 	'b ppm 	qoant2ty 

C32n 4dQ Sa2ta (A 	rrst .1gal-of_ . 	❑❑  35 	g81(mo 

Q ~ wul 	aair 

~- 

❑❑ a+~ re+ 	n+:•
~~J r~ w~" 

~s  

❑ ❑ 180 g,,./~ 
Ikseription of ?ac6girig, (:oataiaeeaation and Tnunpott: 	 Drams ~, 	Caooes O, 	Eatles 4 	Tank Truck Q 

Or6c 	 p 

Q~ip~e of Wam: 

\ +rasce cosnponeat 	 apper 	forer 	9i pPa 	4"ntk7 	 Far O~'ice Use On 

a Q 	 unu code cosp 

— 	❑ ❑ 
`ow 	un`` 

— 	 a ❑ ~rf ffw tr fm e an. ym psa.rlt. 

❑ ❑  

❑ ❑ 

Desaiptiaa of P.ekaziey 	 amd Tnasporc: 	 Drums Q. 	Cartaas 	Botdec C3, 	Tan1c Truck O, 
Odur 
	 a 

LFor Off doe Ute U+r2y ~ 
code 	component 

tatal 	unit 

tfrir ir for a we year ptnnil,  L  ~ yNrfy uti~eEej 

'~m a 80ttIe, o. Tank Tnrcic 0, 
O 

Uescriptioa of Wasce: 

wasce component nppe 	30wer 	76 	PP'n 	9wwtitY 	'NN 

— — ED F-I 	 — 
— 	 a ❑ 

cmd 
	

nrdt 

❑ ❑ Cif LkL fr for.  n n+e year perMr. 
— 	~ a qire yterfy riNnreej 

❑ ❑ 

For Offxe Um Only 

code 	<omponenr 

of Paekaonb, Conni>eaization uid Tnnsport: 	 Drums O. 	CGrtons O, 	Botrks O. 	Tank Truek O. 
Ocher 	 _ O 

Additioaal 1 nsrm crions: 

Ra19Jlnl 



! 

	 ~ 	 i 

® ELECTRO!! Yl1BE O!V[SION 	g6s i+n„au;.q poae. s.a cxws. csty,,,,a yaoao ai'a 6ei-e4i m twx 9io-37a-4eoa 
Lirion 

Ma,r fi, 3980 

r: 

ldr. David L. 8totm4 Area Coordfnator ~ 

	

Yector Control Sectioa 	90 ,   
~ Depareat of Healfh 

2357 Beikelcr xar 
Berkeley, Califoiaia 9420$ 

near Mr. storm: 

I am requesttag a reneWal of our oae year hZanket peimit, axznber 2-0129, 
to dtapose of the fo2loning aaste: 

1? Byarofloa>ric Plcia - lo aauona/mmtb (BP' mizea xirh HNO 3  and H.o} 

HP-i0% 

~-~ 
2} Cyani.ae saLts - 15 sauonsa/month (4 oa. %MT/gallon or a20 asueous 

solution) 

We plass to comiinue using  Tntt++wtr5al  gmvironmental gervices of 3an 7ose to 
haul hazardous waste, aud disposai rd.11 coaitirnae to be at  Fs+vin+TMp*+tal Disposa2 
Sexvicee  Li mia STaste Disposal Site at gettleman H.i2Is, CoalA , CA 93210 
smless flxrther directed by your office. 

Should there be arXy ohange f.a the type, quantity or mix of t.his xaste, we ►ai11 
notify You pI'®ptlY- 

Vexq trulY You;s, 

i. 	~ u - ~ ti • ~ a 

Philip G. Marquis, l4anager 
Plant &Miaeering 

PQK: ah 
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neM.rr ~ 0 6 	0 5 	7 F9 

CALIFQRNIA E7CF'REFAELY HAZARDO[]S WASTE DISPOSAL PERiNI'F 

Cafifomia Drpartmeec of Healch Serriees 
Harardom Materia3a A7aaa6etnent Sectioa 

Pwwaat to Sect+wt 60267, Tcde 22, Di.ision 4, Califurnia Adwinisuati.e Code, apprarai Ps raated to: 

~ 	P+t~  G. Marquis, Plant $ng. t, 	Tekphone 7io. 4 1 5 	5 9 i -  8 4 1 1 
Litton Indastries 
Slectroa Tabe Divisioa 	cAm,,ty  San Mateo'  
960 Iadustrial Road 

L 	San Carios, CA 94070 	J 
For 	Co. No. g 1 	gft N°' 1 7 
off ece 
va 0-dy 	mwkr No•2 7 2 

tn diepoae of the wattec Ksred below stbjeu tu aceepaoce by: 	 -' 

r 	-I 	r 	~ 
Indastrial Baviror~_ atal Services 	EaviroomAntal Disposal Service 

P. 0. Bos 336 	 (Kettleman Hi1is Site) 

Milgitas, CA.95035 	 P.  0. Hox 1071 
L 	J 	L  Coaiinga, CA 93210 	J  

Registerod  Hazardous  Waue }i.av (!hm. a.e Aadnt.) 	 Ditpar Sice (PLme .na Aaerossj 

Type of Dispotal: 

fl Injeeuon WeR 	 1M BuriaE- A[i wmm moa be beried ia t1eFr sealed conta'umess apoa atsiral ac che site. 
fl Ponfimg 	 Itiete cootaiaaa ewst he plaoed witk ore to guatd against rapnsre dvricg 
❑ Treacmesc 	 rlte Ladw ptocas 
❑ Spreafiing 	 Q • '..w'="..o.m'  dipo'sii eaaditions ue 6sted on the attac]ted sheet. 

0 Rewrcr7 	 AIf la.rdfsrs ntrse be iwstrrcted in mfety preeutseons for ltand8ng dra neeterisls to ensrre 
LI Oder 	 awier and pdtfic safery. 	 . 

Ikscriptim of warte: (ad:i.•a,.nd  wastes on jollaing  peges) 
.rasm aootponans 	 apper 	loaer 

Bydmflooric Acid 	 io_  

aixed with BZIO-e 	 40 

-- and crater 	 ~9_ 

Cont'd. on page 2  

7L 

® 

® 

® 

Q ~ 
Q 

PPm 

Q  

Q 

F-1 

Q 

9t'~OLY 

IO a~me  

e'°t 	unt 

ol+W  tt jor. w see, ve-W; 
!i'elearlfesriwuer) 

120 gallyr 

Far Oj~ce G&e Onfj 

nniteode 	t°apaoen` 

DetuFp[ion of Packaginy Containerizauoe and Tratcsporc: 	 Drums CIX 	cartons O. 	Sortles O, 	Tank TrucE C. 

Ot6er 	 0 

Packaging, corrtainerezatevn, and trow.qvort of t7w matsria! rrimQ be av eccordmnce irith T"itle 49, Code of Federd Regu7ations jor ha:ardoms 
w,eeerdmG, mad eritk rcgwLetions of tRe Calif~ Hi~.rny PatroL Tth 13, Ca&fornia Ad+ninistrstiar Code, for uttrattare tnnspnrc of 
lv:ardaais noererielr. 

Peimit to be nsed an a one time 6asac . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . C 

Permit co 6e used fw a petiod of aae year fsom due of issae until (eYpirstion date) 	.7une 5. 1980 	 — W[ 
. 	, 

71re prodreer skai! be tesponn"E1e for renerink per+wit be~on erpiretion dste mid jor recording tlte Estremely Hazardors [Vnsre •f'emit 
fVumLer" in the fower riAht con.er of tke Cafefonda Ligwid hlstte Hr11er Record mccnmpnnyinR rhe u,dste. 7f rRe,e are mey qvestioxs. pleasc 
contact: David L. Storm, Ph.II., Regional Adninistrator, Ber 2ey 

:':aalth Services 
!!anagexent Seetion  

2151 3erxeley T ay 	 AYfkn.f_nlSst+nruR 

Berkelev, Californie 94704 	 m„a.np, 



G+lil"ia lkpartmaat o(HeaisA Ser+icer 	 ~̀ . 	 h- ~ ~•• ••••»••..••• 	U  ~~ I`~ ` I' 1  
}4urdeus L4tcri2ls 3wnapremt Sectian  

CALIFOR3VZA E]CTREMELY HAZARDOLFS WASTE DISPOSAL PERMfC 	
n'°`of [ss m fl b 	O 5 	7 9 

'ADOlTIONAL WASTES 	 PACE 2 Of 2 

l Far Office Us+e Orrly I 

un's cudc cawpon.rnc 
% PPnt qui°sitY 

Q a  15 	al/mo 

D 
ED

t:  
D 1:1 1m 7'.vl1 ~rthn"V1 7~ 

0 0 I" 8guyr 

Descriptiaa of Waste: 

	

wasta componcnt 	 upper 	iower 

Cyanide Salts  
0 oz lCqilstsl. of H-;0  

	

aaueous solutfon) 	_ 

	

r 	~ 

Daeripuoo oE Packsgiag, Coneainerssriou aad 14ansport: neaw ES 	aaotn O, 	s«det C7, 
Oehee 

Tank T.adt C7, 
❑ 

Detuipteon of Waste: 

.nste compwbeas 	 apper 	lower 	% PPm 	9°'O&f 

Cl r—i 
o a 	° 

_ 	a a  ~~~~~..~.,~~ 

o a ~ ~ -a-ft) 
oa 

oeceriprioq oF padcagjng, caat• rion ,nd T„m,port: 	 Drum C7. 	Cucoas 0. 	n«des t3. 	TaakTneek C7. 
Ooher 	 O 

Dexriptiw oE Waacec 

~vaste eompoamr 	 oPPrt 	6°`Y 	A' PPm 	9°1OtitY 

- 	M ED  
D 0(If drir st fm a aa ren pnmia, 

F-1 M 
ED F—I 

ForOff'm Use O* 
cede 	oompm.wr 

Descripuon of packapog, 	 and Tramsport: 	 Drums O. 	(Srtoes C7. 	Bordes II. 	Taak Tmck C7. 

	

Orher 	 0 

Desaip[ion of Waste: 

,eoaste rompnnenc 	 upper 	lo+rer 	% 	ppm 	quaatiry 	 ForO~ece Use D+oEy 

— 	
F-1 D 
	 — w,ic code <omqoaeet 

— 	
0 ID 
	ronl 	unlc 

0  O(',f rhir 6 fiar A o+e ,.v Pemi+, 
. 	F I CD ji'e 7wdY aniwars) 

Deacripdon of Pukngiag. Containerizscion aad Transport: 	 Ikums O, 	Grrons O. 	Bosdn L}, 	TankTruck O. 

	

0t6u 	 ❑ 

Addidoml I nstruconns: 

80i9-0Oi 



® ELECTRON TIlHE DlVISION 	sea kwk,mw Pmaa, s.n c+rroe. r*nw.y 9+a7o sis sei.aai i rwx 4:0376+90o 
• 	11t0on 

May 30, 1979 

I-. 

Dr. David  L.  Stwm, lrea C.o--ordf.nator 
Vxtor Cmtrol 9eotic® 
Deperkmutt of Heal.th 
2157 BerkeleY xaT 
Herlc+eley, Celitoraia 94104 

Dear Dr. Stoxms 

I aa reqisestin8 a re ,•wa ]  of our one Year  h_? amk++t pexmit to diapose of the 
folloririg nastes 

1) Hydrofloeste acia - la s811one/10012th (HP a 1 3md .r1th  HM-  aad water) 
Bt+ 	- 20% 

~ - 5 

2) Cyanide 3alts - 15 8UaMVmonth (4 oz =/91110n of fi20 aqueous solutian) 

We  Tdn o,,Q.tsn,m  lisdng  r+d.+.+.,-s Al  Eavironment,al Services of Saa dose to haal our 
rmste, and  ri apn,raT shal1  be at Savtronmental ITisposel Ser+rf.ces i,i4>ad i:aste 
Diepos8l Site in #he gettl®sn 4433s of  +T~R  C,oumty or to a*ry oYSer site chich 
you feel better suited to fibi.s waste. 

ke are ati31 acnieding a re&uctioc in our nse oY this :raste, presen#1y 8isposing of 
lees tLan 10 gello>:e/month of ea.:h. 

Siould tbere be aqp chan6e i.n the QnontitY, tYpe or mix of our disposable waste, 
rore id.] 7 mtiip 70u. 

Verr tnlp yours. 
r.rrrw Dwsram 
~T =~'"° °T  'lUBE s7lsrrslOK 

Philip G. Maiy,uis 
Plant c'2Lgirxering iKanager 

PGbS: ah 

onpF 
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STATE OF •UlIFOINIA—HEAt}H AMD WBfARE AGBiCY 

DEPARTNIENT OF t{EALTH 
2151 6°R!(ElE7 WAY 
!ER[EIPf 14101 

(415) 843-7900 

—~~~ 
:~:
`

.. 
. 

^-z~ 

Juae 14, 1978 

r~ 

Philip G. Harquis 
Plant Png inoari 9  Maflgger 
Litton Industries 
Blectxoa Tube Division 
960 Industrial Snad 
San Carlos, CA 94070 

Dear Mr. Marquf.s: 

TfQis is in respoffie to your le[ter of Juae 5, 1978, requestiag a reneeral 
of your one-year blanioet perait to dispose of the folloviag wastes: 

1. Hydrofluoric Acid - 20 galions per aonth (HP sized with HNO3 and vater) 

HF - 102 

HB03 - 40% 

H20 - 50% 

2. Cyanide Salts - 20 gallom per month (4 oEmces per gallon of &CN in 
aqueous solution) 

4hese srastes wili stiLi be hauled by Industrial 8avir oamenta1 Services (IES) 
of San Jose but srill nar be disposed of at the Environmental Disposal 
Service's (EDS) Liqsdd Yaste aisposal Site in the 8ettlaaan Hills of 
Rings County- 

Pursuant to Section 60265, Tit1e 22, Divisioa 4, California  ►.t,.in+Atrative 
Code, approval is granted subject to acceptance by IHS and BDS. During 
the interfm period that the disposal site construction is being revieved 
by the  Eegional ilater quaiity Control Board (Bi1QCB), the containers shall 
be stored in sealed condition in uncovered burial treaehes until such time 
that the Ri1QCB approves of their ulcimate bnrial. Additionslly, the 
folloving precazetions shall be observed: 

1. The containers shall remain sealed and unopened. They shall not be 
handled in any naaner wElich migkt result in their breaking  or rupturing. 

~~ „ 



7 
	 7 

Philip G. Marquis 	- 2- 	Sune 14, 1978 

2_ A11 persons haadling the vaste shall be adequateiy alerted as to t6e 
haaards associated vith the svaste and on pzoper safety and ®ergency 
measures. 

Thia perait shall expire oa 3une 30, 1979, at which tine you shall request 
a reaaval. 

Pa^}~, conta; ,..rizatioa, and traasport of the saterials sast he in 
accordauce vith Title 49, Code of Federal B®guiatioas for hazardous 
saterials and vith regulatioas of the California Hightiay Patrol, Tit1e 
13, Califorcia ddmiaietrative Code, for iatrastate traasport of hazardous 
n5terials. 

Sincerely, 

i: 	.;n 	+• 
(, : ~ ~' 	> 

'

1

~  

David L. storm, Ph.D. 
Regional Coordiaator, Berkeley 

cc: S. F. Peters, Chief 
H. F. Collias, Ph.D. 
H. Narsitan, P.B. 
3ZS 
SDS 

DLS:LCT 
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® ELECTRON TUBE #11VISfON 	xa xarr.w aaw• s.e canm, cauwmy sQzo us W-a+I i Tw:t 910-376-Ow 
Lnbon 

~ 	 a 

daae S.  1978 

f: 

Dr. David L. $taa j  Area Cooidiaatox 
veotsr Contiol section 
DepnrOeeat of Henith 
2157 Bertielej v4T 
Bexloalel, Califonoia %TOle 

Desr Dr. 8t03M: 

I as va3tiag to reqneet a reaeval of car one yest blaalcet permit to d i.8p6se " 
of the follovl.ng  i+eate: 

1} H,7dmflouric Acid - 20 gallms/maath (&P aisedvtth HeF0 3  aad rater) 
xr ~ -  
mf1}- W6 
H20 - 509 

2} Cyaaide Salte - 20 ge ,tlamImonfh (4 oz .uH/&alloa a2 a4IIeovs solation) 

Ye rd.11 oontiave to vse 7ad~trial Btnis+o>aental 8errices of Sea Jose to bau3 
and ditQose oi oar raste in ®cooidanoe Yith  r vi ai nna  oP tbe  Aaeawimsa  VAgte 
Coatrol Act. Ye are  S"'e..a"°—ll.° "'a"-̂-ing  onr ust of theee  m: Yt, xva, cumVaatl,Y 
dispos9ag  of 19 Bsllonsjmoath of saoh  afxt++e . 

Slaonid lhere Le aoqp oheage in the qusaxtity. tYpe or mix of our dispoaahle vaste, 
we wdll notify Yaa. 

Feiy txulY Jours, 

i4c rt E:ni~ ~3a:. 

Philin G, Narqaia 
Plant gngineerin8 FFansB'er 

2Gli: ah 

ooF 
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STw1E oF cALIFOWIA--HEAiIN AND W£iFARE AGFHCr 	 - 	 EDMYND c_ llOiYH 1R.. Gaw.w 

DEPAitTAAENT OF HEALTH 
194 r sT!!Fr 

fKRAM@RQ GIYOR" 97864 	 . 

(916) 322-2337 

T0: 	Persons Interested in Hazardous kaste [Tisposal 	`, 

FROIi: 	Yector and Maste Nana9enent Sectioa 

SUB,IECT: Changes in Hazardous Ylaste Contral Act and Regulations 

Me rould like to inform you of t3+o important chaages.that have occurred 
regardfng hazardoras waste managenent in Califorhia. First, the Califorria 
tegisiature has enacted Assembiy 8i11 No. 1593 (1977 Legisiative Session)._, 
whidi extensively awnds-Caiifarnia's present Hazardous Ylaste Cantrol 
Act (Asseaibly Si11 No. 598, 1972 Legis'lative Session). This legisTation 
becoaes effective danuary 1, 1978.. Seoond, the Ca3ifornia Oepartaent of 
Health (DUH), tkte state agency charged with the responsibiTity for 
inpleqenting this 3aw. has revised_its Hazardous YFaste Contro7 ftegulations. 
These regulatiwrs, effective ilovewber 14, 1977, broaden the scope of 
existing regu3ations adopted by the DDH in 1974. Yle xould like to emphasize 
several provisions of the awended lax and the revised reguTations. 

The nek law: 

1. Requires local governing bodies to designate either the OoH or the 
camty health entity to be the enforcenent agency for hazardous xaste 
ogmgement. 

2. Requires a hazardous waste faciliiiy operator to obtain a Hazardous 
fiaste Facility Perait frow the enforcenent agency. An operator xill 
be issued a permit if his faciiity and operational rethods meet standards 
specffied in the reguiations. 

Prorides for substantial civil or cririnal penalties for violations 
of ttoe Taw or the regulations. These penalties are essentially equivaTent 
to those set forth in the Federal Resource Conservation and Recovery 
Act of 1976 (RCRA). 

The revised reguTations: 

1. Require hazardous waste haulers to be registered by the DOM; 

2., Require producers of hazardous xaste to submit to the DOH, on a monthly 
basis, legibTe copies of manifests used daring the previous month; 

3. Specify ari nfawm standards including detailed per+rsit requirements to be 



~f  iTAIE OF ,CAll10RlNA—lrtAliif Al0 WnfAtE AO@iCY 	 ®iAUNG G. UOWt7 JR, Ga+rasr 

DEPARTMENT Of HEALTH 
wAr 	 ' 

soa 	 ` 
(415) 843-7900 

June €7, 1977 

Phillip G. F4arguis, 
Plant Engineer 
Litton Industr€es 
Electroa Tube Div€sion 
960 Industria€ Road 
San Carlos, CA 94070 

Dear W. Marquis: 

This Is in reponse to yrowr €etter of June 10, 1977 request3ng 
a renewa€ of your one-year bianket permit to dispose of the 	- 
following wastes: 

€. Hydrofluoric Ac€d - 20 gallons per monfih. 
(HF mixed with FpI03  and water) 

F€F 	- € ox 

HND3  - 40% 

HZD - 50,5 

2. Cyanide Saits - 20 ga€Ions per aionth( 4 ounces per 
ga€Ioa of 1CN In aQueous solution) 

These wastes w€II stlll be hauled by Industr€al Env€ronmental 
Servlces of San Jose and w€II be disposed of at the Rictraond 
Sanitary Service Class I disposa€ sifie in Contra Costa county. 

Pursuanfi to Sect€on 60134, Title 22, Division 4, {:alifornia 
Administrative (kbde, approvai is granted ta dispose of the +rastes 
as described above for a period of one year, subject to ooncurrence 
by Industrial Environmeatal Services and by Richmond Sanifiary Services, 
and sub,ject to the foilowing requirements: 

I. AI1 wastes are buried in sea€ed containers immediately upon 
arriva€ afi fihe disposa€ site; 

2. dnJms are placed with care to guard againsfi rupture during the 
burial process; and 

+QP- ^ 



~ ....• ~ ' . 	 - 	~ `. ~ . 

P. G. Narquis 	-2- 	June 17, 1977 

3. handlers of the waste are €nstructed €n safety prevautions 
for handling the mafierlals to ensare worker and public safety. 

S.- 

This perm€t sha€l remain in effect untll June 30, 1978, at which 
time yon should request a renewal. 

Packaged, contalnerization and transporfi of the materia€ would, of 
course, have to be €n accordance with regu€at€ons of the California 
Highway Patrol, Title €3, California Administrative Code, for intra- 
state transport of hazardous materiais. 

Sincere€y, 

VECTOR AND MASTE 
SECT 	-. 

: ~ ~ 
David L. Storar, Ph.D. 
Area Coordinator, 8erke€ey 

QLS_at 

cc: R. F. Peters, Ch 1 ef 
H. F. Collins. Ph.D. 
Earl Flargifian, P.E. 
Richmond Sanitary Service 
Industrial Environmenta€ Services 



V. 

; 	® EIECTRpH TlJBE o1VI5iON 
Utton 

Jtuse 10, 1977 

960 (ntluSHi![ flOi7. San Gllos_ C8GIamh 91Q7p 4  15 591-St11 TW7f 410-378-A90a 

i 

I>r. Ilavi.d L. 3toa 
Jrea Coordf.aator 
veotor Ccatsvl sectioa 
Departmeat of Sealth 
21-57 BerkeleY W4T 
3erkeley, Califomia 947O4 

near Sr. Stoa: 

I am ws3tfng to request a *e+ewal  of our oae Iear alanket  p++ms t to dispose 
of the follord.ag weste: 

2) $yd.rofiuoric Acid - 20 galloaa per smth 
(Er =ixed ►dth M103 and water) 

EF - 	109 

H203 - 50~ 

2} Cyanfde Sa1te - ~ 
r

6  jallana per aoath (ly ouncee per gLlloa of SICN 
ia aqnocue solntion) 

'+1e w3.21 stiil uae Induatrial Bnvixonmenta3 Servi.ces of San Jose to haui and 
dispoee of the raete ia a000rdnace rith our preoent pemit. 

Shoald there he ass}r change in the uuantity, type or aix of the vraste we are 
diepoaing of, xe srill »otify you. 

Yez9 trulY ]ouze. 
Lr1T0ffi IRDUSTRIES 
..r.a!Tanu  TasE nIMroH 

PAillig G. M-qais 
Plant S>glaeer 

r•. ~k 4 911'r3 

copS7 



LMM  
Corporate 

sept=bw 29, 1992 

Moaica Gsn  
Site MGigation Braneh 	 & 
Departmmt of Tmtic Su6ataaoes Coruml, Reson 2  
Califiorola F,nviranneotai Prasecdion Agency 	 OCT 
7410 Haoz Avmue, 5uite 200 	 ' 
Bakeley, Califoama 44710-2737  

near Ms. cmn:  

, 725 3e%sm Lhris Hi7tmeY 
SM 801. a1UM Sq~ TMa 
Piln".VV&ia 
2nM-3%6 

7U3 83-3917 
rn,c-703-ee2ae70 

This confirms our cl•iswssion today in wfiich you exteoded the time for ihe Eledron 
I)e+does Division of I.iuon Systems, Im , ia San Carbs (Idttoa) to mWoDd to the Departmeat's 
August 31, 1992 informatio® raluest ietta redsting to the Bay Area Divm (BAD) site, located at 
12121homas Avenue in Sao Frane7soo. 

Tlie new agreed-upon AeadGne for l.ittods respoase is Monday,lVovember 2, 1992. I 
undastand tbat ia the nexrt wveek you intend to send me a oopy of any informatioa the Depatment 
Las that purpotu to lidc I.ittoo to any oompaoies that opaated at tbe BAD site. Raompt oFthis 
fnformation as sooa as poss'ble vA heip as oonduct a more thorough inforastion search by 
Nm+ember 2. 

I will let you know prompf.ly if it agpears that L7ltoa may need any additionl extenuons 
of the respoose date. Thank you for your  awLtRnce . 

Srtoerely, 

~ 
Mark V. Sianga 
Emironmeotgl Affairs Counsd 

cc: 	Stisaa Batkia, DeparGnnt of Toxic Substances Control 
Phil Marm,  I~tton SlccKoe Devioes 
Ted Crava, LitDOa Isw Deperttnmt 
Marie Horn, Litton Law Departmart 
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ENT OF TOXFC SUBSTANCES CONTROL . .. 
. 	. 

FiC.atl 2 
7001BQAVE.. SUIfE200 
aEACELEr. G1 9471a2737 

Auqust 31, 1992 

Ar. 8ric Jensen 
Director of Real Estate & Construction 
Litton Industries 
360 N. Crescent Drive 
Beverly 8311s, California 90210 

Dear Kr. Jensen: 

The California Environmental Protection Agency, Department 
of Toxic Substances Control (Department) has determined that the 
Bay Area Drom site, located at 1212 Thomas Avenue in 
San Francisco, California, has a qroundwater contamination 
problem. Drum recycling and reconditioning activities were 
undertaken by several companies at the site from 1948 throuqh 
1987. 

This letter is to request information regarding Litton 
Industries• past practices and business relationship with 
coapanies that operated at the Bay Area Drum (BAD) site 
including: Bedini Steel Drua, San Francisco Steel Drum, ltyers 
Drum, Waymire Drum, and Bay Area Drum Company. We are requesting 
information fron companies who -did business with any of the site 
operators who operated at the BAD site. Inforsation obtained as 
a result of the Department's investigation indicates your company 
sent drums to the BAD site for reconditioning and/or disposal. 
Conseguently, the Department•has identified Littan industries as 
a Potentially Responsible Party (PRP) as defined in Section 
25323.5(a)-. Pursuant to the authority of Heaith & Safety Code 
(H&SC) Sections 25185.6, 25358.1 and 25358.3, the Department 
requests that you provide all information currently known or 
available to you, as requested below, within 30 calendar days of 
this letter. Please provide an original and one copy to: 

Monica Gan 
Department of Toxic Substances Control 

700 Heinz Avenue, Suite 200 
Berkeley, California 94710-2737 

1) The approximate number of drums shipped to the BAD site 
between 1948 and 1987. 

2) The nature of the substances contained in the drums, 
including chemical composition and concentration. 

3] The type and capacity of each drum. 

~ ~̀J  , 
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4} The disposition of subject druss 
1 

after the substances were 
used. 

5) Ttie residual level ih_each drum after they vere shipped 
off-site. 

6) )[ethods used to deter:¢ine the residual levels in each dram. 

7) Purpose of druss sent to the site, i.e., drum reconditioninq, 
sales or disposal. 

coepliance vith the inforsation reqnest set forth is 
asndatory, pursuant to Sections 25185.6, 25358.1 and 25358.3 of the 
California Health 6 Safety ; Code. Failure to respon'd fully and 
truthfully to the inforaation reqnest aay resnit in enforcaxent 
action by the Departsent, ss:bject to the penalties allosed under 
8ections 25189, 25189.2, 25191 and 25367 of the Health i Safety 
Code. The penalty provided is up to $25,000 for each violation and 
up to $25,000 per day for each day that the violation continues. 
Please be further advised that provision of false, fictitious or 
fraudulent statements or representations aay subject you to 
criainal penalties. 

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. if you have 
any cluestions relatinq to this request, please contact Susan 
Bertken, Senior Staff ] ►ttorney at (408) 429-0113 or Ldonica Gan, 
Analyst at (520) 540-3767. 

Sincereiy, 

Barbara J. Cook, P.&., chief 
Site ltitiqation Branch 

ca: Busan Hertken 
Senior Staff Attorney 
Toxics Legal Office 
Department of Toxic Substances control 
P.O. Box 806 
Sacramento, California 95812-4806 

l7i 

A 
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